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REMARKS 

These TcmarlcR mul the accompanying amendments are responsive to the non-final Office 
Aclion dated August 30. 2005. At the time of the last Examination, Claims 1-84 were pondiny, 
of which Clriims 9-17, 24-32, 38-46, 48, 50 and 52 were witlidrawn from consideration duo to 
the prior restriction rctiiiirenicnt. This left Claims 1-8, 18-23, 33-37, 47, 49, 51 and 53-84 for 
further consideration by the Bxaminer. The withdrawn claims are formally cancelled in this 
response. Addilionally, Claims 3 and 21 are also cancelled in this response, with no claima 
bcins added. Accordingly, upon cntiy ofthis amendment, Claims 1. 2, 4-8, 18-20, 22, 23, 33-37, 
47, 49. 51 and 53-84 will be pending for further consideration by the Examiner. Of these claims. 
(:],n)i))s ], 5-S, 18, 19, 22, 23, 33, 3(5. 37, 47. 49. 51 and 55-61 are currently amended; Claims i 
34, 53, 54. 62, 63, 66, 68-79. 82 ami 84 are original; and Claims 4. 20, 35, 64, 65, 67, 80, 81, 83 
are previously prcsonteil. 

Section 2 of the Office Action objects to the Abstract of the Disclosure in the 
specincalion as exocc.ling 150 word.s. The Abstract of the Disclosure is amended herein to be 
williiij tlic range of 50-1 50 word.s. 

As an initial matter, Section 6 of the OfTtco Action allows Claim 54 and 70-77. and 
itidicatcs the Claims 5, 19 and 55-61 would be allowable if rewritten in indcpomlcnt form 
incliiclins all of the limitation.s of the ba.sc claim and any intcivcning claims. Claims 5 and 19 arc 
mncodcd herein (o be in independent fomi and to include all the limitations of prior independent 
Claims 1 and IS rioni which each respectively depended. I«uiilicrmorc, Claims 55-61 are 
amcn<lcd herein to be in independent fomi and to Include all of the features of one of the 
independent clai^ns (i.e., Claim 53) from which they depended. Accordingly, it is rcspcctfiilly 
siibmiKod, the Claims 5. 1 9, 54-61 imd 70-77 are in patentable fonn. 
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tSection 3 of iho OlTice Action rcjccls Claims 1-4, 6-8, 18, 20-23, 33-37, 47, 49, 51, 53^ 
02-60 ami 78-84 tinder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatcnlable over United States patent number 
6,647,003 (0 Abcla ct nl. (horcinaaer "Abela") in view of United States patent number 5,88 1,065 
to Uuai\B ot a). (hereinaQer "Huang"). The rejection is formally moot wiUi respect to Claims 3 
and 21 dwo to their cancellation. Nevertheless, the arguments presented in Uic Office Action 
with respect to Claims 3 and 21 will be address since majiy of the independent claims arc 
iimcndcd to include the fcitturcs of Claims 3 and 21. 

Of tlic rejectecl claims, Claim 1. 8, 18, 23, 33. 37, 47, 49, 51, 53. 62. 69 and 78 are 
iiido])cndcnl. Regarding claim.«! 1, 8, 18, 23. 33, 37. 47. 49 and 51, the features recited in now 
cancclIoU ClaimiS 3 and 21 arc incorporated by amendment into each of these independcnl 
clJH'ms. llic subject matter added to these independent claims is not disclosed by Abela and 
1 runny, citlicr singly or in coniliinntion. The Oflice Action docs allege that Abcta discloses the 
stibjcct mailer of prior Claim 3 in Column 9, lines 55-59. However, this pa.ssagc of Abcta only 
discloses "ihc power conlrol symbols are inserted into Ihe data symbol sequence at every one- 
slot interval", but not ".said weighting factors are determined according to the position.-? of said 
pilot symbols m the slols of said conlrol channel" as now recited in each of independent Clainu«j 
1. 8, 18, 23, 33. 37, 47. 49 and 51. Therefore, Claims 1, 8, 18, 23. 33, 37. 47. 49 and 51 arc not • 
niipolonlablo over Abela in view of Huang. 

Similarly, rcgardinjj independent Claims 53 and 69, Abeta does not disclose "weighled 
avciiij'ing of pilot signals iJUime" (cmphasi.s added) and "selcctina one dala sc^^uencc having 
. highest rcllnhility" (emphasis atldctl). 
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Also regarding independent Claim 62 and 78, Abcta does not disclose "using a plurality 
of wciiiljiinji jwiucncM" (emphasis added) and "selecting one demodulated data by makinfi 
jiKlL'-tnent of rcliMbility" (emphasis added). 

Therefore, cacli of the rejected independent claims is not unpatentable over the cited 
references, cither singly or in combination, 'nic rejected dependent claims arc not unpatentable, 
over (ho cllcd references al lenst for (he sajiic reasons that theii- corresponding independent claim 
is not unpatonlobic over the cited references. 

Thus, favorable action is respectfully requested. In the event that the Examiner fintis 
roni:.ining imjicdiment lo a prompt allowance of this application that may be clarified through a 
telephone interview, the Rxaniiner is recjuested lo contact the undersigned attoniey. 

Dated this IS"' day of November, 2005. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ADRFANJ. LEE 
Rcgistnvtion No. 42,785 
Attorney for Applicant 
Customer No. 022913 

AJtuls 
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